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DETAILED ACTION 



Status of Claims 

1 . Due to communications filed 2/28/06, the following is a non-final office action. 
Prosecution for this case has been re-opened. Claims 1-22 and 34-37 are pending in 
this application and have been examined on the merits. The previous rejection has 
been withdrawn, and the pending claims have been rejected as follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1,3-6, 10, 34-37, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Magee (US 2003/0040935). 

As per claim 1, Magee discloses: 

obtaining requirement-indicating data of a first entity with respect to the 
transactional subject, (Pg. 4, [0068], sub-user initiating request). 

automatically transmitting the obtained requirement-indicating data from a first 



business entity to a second business entity over a communications network, (Pg. 4, 
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[0069, if value exceeds sub-user allowance, request submitted to user from which sub- 
user depends); 

automatically feeding the transmitted requirement-indicating data into an 
electronic processor for monitoring the transactional subject, the electronic processor 
being associated with an electronic processing system of the second business entity, 
(Pg. 4, [0070, lines 1-2, approved request stored in database and communicated by 
engine); 

generating a business decision of the first business entity and the second 
business entity that is based on the requirement-indicating data and that is made solely 
by the electronic processing system without the need for manual data entry into or 
manual data extraction from the electronic processing system with the second business 
entity, (Pg. 4, [0084, lines 7-10, automatically generating an order to replenish stock 
used in producing the order for approval by a user). 

As per claim 3, Magee discloses: 

wherein the obtaining step comprises obtaining inventory-tracking data, the 
inventory-tracking data including at least one of consumption data and inventory data, 
(Pg. 1, [0017], lines 1-6, inventory data). 

As per claim 4, Magee discloses: 

wherein the generating step comprises generating an order as the business 
decision, the order being for the transactional subject based on the requirement-indicating 
data, (Pg. 1, [0013], order data). 

As per claim 5, Magee discloses: 
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wherein the generating step comprises generating a shipping instruction as the 
business decision, the shipping instruction being for the transactional subject based on 
the requirement indicating data, (Pg. 2, [0039], shipping). 

As per claim 6, Magee discloses: 

wherein the feeding step comprises feeding the transmitted requirement- 
indicating data into an enterprise resource planning system as the electronic processor, 
(Pg. 4, [0070, lines 1-2, approved request stored in database and communicated by 
engine). 

As per claim 10, Magee discloses: 

wherein the generating step comprises generating the business decision on 
production of the transactional subject based on an exchange of the requirement- 
indicating data at a regular interval, the regular interval having a duration that depends 
upon a nature of the business of the first business entity and the second business 
entity, (Pg. 4, [0084, lines 7-10, automatically generating an order to replenish stock 
used in producing the order for approval by a user). 

As per claim 34, Magee discloses: 

Wherein the business decision comprises an order processing decision, 
(paragraph [0062] purchaser and supplier) 
As per claim 35, Magee discloses: 

Wherein the order processing decision comprises procuring a production 
material for either said first business entity or said second business entity, (Pg. 4, 
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[0084, lines 7-10, automatically generating an order to replenish stock used in 
producing the order for approval by a user). 
As per claim 36, Magee discloses: 

wherein the business decision comprises engaging in a commercial transaction 
involving the transactional subject, (Paragraph [001 1], commercial operations). 
As per claim 37, Magee discloses: 

wherein the commercial transaction comprises purchase of the transactional 
subject, (paragraph [0060], purchases of day to day items are captured). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2, 7-9, 11-18, 21-22, and 34-37, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Magee (US 2003/0040935), and further in view of Burke et al 
(US 6,789,252). 

As per claims 2, 21, Magee fails to disclose wherein the obtaining step comprises 
obtaining demand-indicating data, the demand-indicating data including at least one of 
demand data and forecast data on the transactional subject, but Magee does disclose 
order data on page 1 , [001 3]. 

However, Burke et al discloses: 
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wherein the obtaining step comprises obtaining demand-indicating data, the 
demand-indicating data including at least one of demand data and forecast data on the 
transactional subject, (Abstract, lines 11-12, demand, where order data is shown to be 
form of demand data). Burke et al discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the 
purpose of showing that demand is incorporated into placing order data which manages 
business object definition as specifications. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to incorporate demand-indicating data into a decision support 
system with the motivation of managing customer's requirements according to demand 
and/or forecast information. 

As per claims 7, 14, 15, 16, Magee fails to disclose wherein the obtaining step 
comprises comprising extracting a subset of the requirement-indicating data from a 
requirement-indicating database associated with an enterprise resource planning 
system/extracting a relevant portion of the demand-indicating data from the database; 
and formatting the extracted relevant portion of the demand-indicating data into an 
extensible mark-up language document/wherein the transmitting step comprises 
transmitting the extensible mark-up language document as the demand-indicating data 
over the communications network/receiving the transmitted extensible mark-up 
language document; and translating the extensible mark-up language document into a 
data format compatible with an enterprise planning resource system, but does disclose 
obtaining requirement-indicating data on Pg. 4, [0068]. 

However, Burke et al discloses: 
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wherein the obtaining step comprises comprising extracting a subset of the 
requirement-indicating data from a requirement-indicating database associated with an 
enterprise resource planning system/extracting a relevant portion of the demand- 
indicating data from the database; and formatting the extracted relevant portion of the 
demand-indicating data into an extensible mark-up language document/wherein the 
transmitting step comprises transmitting the extensible mark-up language document as 
the demand-indicating data over the communications network/receiving the transmitted 
extensible mark-up language document; and translating the extensible mark-up language 
document into a data format compatible with an enterprise planning resource system, 
(Col. 34, line 66-col. 35, line 10, shows XML data operates via files/tables [database], 
and using data transfer to create an XML document, in this case it shows data transfer 
using XML, where the transfer is based on DOCTYPE). Burke et al discloses this 
limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of showing that XML data is used to 
process orders. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to extract a subset of the requirement-indicating data from a 
requirement-indicating database associated with an enterprise resource planning 
system, to extract a relevant portion of the demand-indicating data from the database; 
and formatting the extracted relevant portion of the demand-indicating data into an 
extensible mark-up language document/wherein the transmitting step comprises 
transmitting the extensible mark-up language document as the demand-indicating data 
over the communications network/receiving the transmitted extensible mark-up language 
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document; and translating the extensible mark-up language document into a data format 
compatible with an enterprise planning resource system with the motivation of showing 
that XML data can be incorporated into the processing of data. 

As per claims 8, 9, Magee fails to disclose wherein the transmitting step 
comprises transmitting superseding requirement-indicating data on an as-needed basis 
to replace prior requirement-indicating data at the second business entity/ wherein the 
transmitting step comprises transmitting differential data for expressing a change with 
respect to prior requirement indicating data at the second business entity, but does 
disclose a sub-user initiating request on Pg. 4, [0068). 

However, Burke et al discloses: 

wherein the transmitting step comprises transmitting superseding requirement- 
indicating data on an as-needed basis to replace prior requirement-indicating data at the 
second business entity/ wherein the transmitting step comprises transmitting differential 
data for expressing a change with respect to prior requirement indicating data at the 
second business entity, (Col. 2, lines 14-17, shows an example of where records are 
replaced with definitions). Burke et al discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the 
purpose of showing that requests are updated. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to transmit 
differential data for expressing a change with respect to prior requirement indicating 
data at the second business entity/wherein the transmitting step comprises transmitting 
differential data for expressing a change with respect to prior requirement indicating 
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data at the second business entity, with the motivation of showing how change reflects 
the system data. 

As per claim 1 1 , Magee discloses: 

Obtaining... -indicating data with respect to a transactional 
subject, , (Pg. 4, [0068], sub-user initiating request); 

automatically transmitting the obtained... -indicating data from a first business 
entity to a second business entity over a communications network, (Pg. 4, [0069, if 
value exceeds sub-user allowance, request submitted to user from which sub-user 
depends); 

automatically feeding the transmitted... -indicating data into an electronic 
processor for monitoring the transactional subject, the electronic processor being 
associated with an electronic processing system of the second business entity, (Pg. 4, 
[0070, lines 1-2, approved request stored in database and communicated by engine); 

generating a business decision of at least one of the first business entity and the 
second business entity that is based on the... -indicating data, and that is made solely 
by the electronic processing system without the need for manual data entry into or 
manual data extraction from the electronic data processing system, (Pg. 4, [0084, lines 
7-10, automatically generating an order to replenish stock used in producing the order 
for approval by a user). 

Magee does not specifically teach demand-indicating data but does disclose 
order data on page 1 , [0013]. 

However, Burke et al discloses: 
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. wherein the obtaining step comprises obtaining demand-indicating data, the 
demand-indicating data including at least one of demand data and forecast data on the 
transactional subject, (Abstract, lines 11-12, demand, where order data is shown to be 
form of demand data). Burke et al discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the 
purpose of showing that demand is incorporated into placing order data which manages 
business object definition as specifications. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to incorporate demand-indicating data into a decision support 
system with the motivation of managing customer's requirements according to demand 
and/or forecast information. 

As per claim 12, Magee discloses: 

wherein the obtaining step comprises accessing the demand-indicating data in a 
database associated with an enterprise planning resource system, (Abstract, lines 11- 
16, database). 

As per claims 13, 17, Magee discloses: 

wherein the obtaining step comprises updating demand-indicating data in the 
database..., (paragraph 0078, database is updated). 

Magee does not specifically disclose on a daily basis after an end of a business 
day and prior to a beginning of a next successive business day/ wherein the transmitting 
step transmits the demand-indicating data in the database on a daily basis after an end of 
a business day and prior to a beginning of a next successive business day, however, this 
limitation is obvious with Magee since Magee discloses that purchases are made day to 
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day in paragraph [0060], and since purchases are made, this changes the demand- 
indicating data, and in turn data stored about demand-indicating data must also be 
changed. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to make updates on a daily basis after an end of a business day and 
prior to a beginning of a next successive business day/ wherein the transmitting step 
transmits the demand-indicating data in the database on a daily basis after an end of a 
business day and prior to a beginning of a next successive business day with the 
motivation of keeping records up-to-date. 

As per claim 18, Magee fails to disclose displaying the demand-indicating data for 
a user affiliated with one of the first business entity and the second business entity, but 
does disclose a sub-user initiating request on Pg. 4, [0068]. 

However, Burke et al discloses: 

displaying the demand-indicating data for a user affiliated with one of the first 
business entity and the second business entity, (Col. 60, lines 45-49, display based on 
ordered list). Burke et al discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of 
showing that the user that requests an order is able to view the data. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to displaying the demand-indicating data for a user affiliated with 
one of the first business entity and the second business entity with the motivation of 
allowing the user to visually review data. 

As per claim 22, Magee discloses: 
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. wherein the first business entity represents a customer of the material as the 
transactional subject and wherein the second business entity represents a supplier of the 
material, (Paragraph [0062], purchaser and supplier). 

6. Claims 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Magee (US 2003/0040935), and further in view of Burke et al (US 6,789,252), and 
further in view of Brewer et al (6,012,041). 

As per claims 19 and 20, neither Magee nor Burke et al disclose wherein the 
business decision comprises deciding to change the manufactured quantity of a 
material as the transactional subject/ wherein the business decision comprises deciding 
to change a supply of material to fulfill a firm demand derived from the demand- 
indicating data, but Magee does disclose requirement indicating data through requests 
on Pg. 4, [0068]. 

However, Brewer et al discloses: 

wherein the business decision comprises deciding to change the manufactured 
quantity of a material as the transactional subject/ wherein the business decision 
comprises deciding to change a supply of material to fulfill a firm demand derived from 
the demand-indicating data, (See claim 19, update level of stock). Brewer et al 
discloses this limitation in an analogous art for the purpose of showing that after each 
retrieval of stock, the level is updated. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to change the manufactured quantity of a material as the 
transactional subject/ wherein the business decision comprises deciding to change a 
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supply of material to fulfill a firm demand derived from the demand-indicating data, with 
the motivation of keeping the amounts of materials updated. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-22 and 34-37 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Akiba K Robinson-Boyce whose telephone number is 
571-272-6734. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Tuesday 8:30am- 
5pm, and Wednesday, 8:30 am-12:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-746-7238 
[After final communications, labeled "Box AF"], 703-746-7239 [Official Communications], 
and 703-746-7150 [Informal/Draft Communications, labeled "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"]. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3900. 

A. R. B. 
May 10, 2006 




